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APPENDIX C
RECORDS ALREADY AVAILABLE IN THE PDR

ACCESSION
NO. DATE NUMBER DESCRIPTION/(PAGE COUNT)

1. 3/1/96 9603200327 Letter to S. Newberry from G. Kobetich, re:
Request for Proposed, Threatened, or
Endangered Species for the San Onofre
Nuclear Station, (15 pgs.).

2. 3/18/96 9603200315 Note to D. Hoover from L. Luther, subject:

' Document for the PDR - Endangered

Species, (1 pg.).

3. 10/21/99 9910270003 Letter to NRC from R. Krieger, subject:

Special Report - Unusual Fish Kill, San
Onofre, (2 pgs.).
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. RECORDS BEING RELEASED IN THEIR ENTIRETY
(If copyrighted identify with*)

NUMBER DATE - DESCRIPTION/PAGES

Re: FOIA-2000-128

1. 8/5/97 Office of Public Affairs Announcement, (1 pg.).




United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
__Ecological Services
Carishad Field Office
2730 Loker Avenue West
Carlsbad. California 9200%

March I, 1996

Mr Scott Newberry
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington D C 20555-000]

Attn. Steve Reynolds

Re Request for Proposed, Threatened, or Endangered Species for the San Onofre Nuclcar
Generating Station, San Diego County. California (1-6-96-SP-126)

Dear Mr .ewberry

The Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has reviewed the information provided :n your letter.
dated December 4, 1995, and received by our office January 24, 1996, in an effort to as<ess the
potential for the occurrence of federally iisted threatened or endangered species on the project
site In an effort to assist you in evaluating the potential for conflicts between threatened ind, or
endangered species ard the "»inposed project, we are providing the following list which contain
species that occur in the general area  The enclosed list of species partially fulfills the

requirements of the Service under section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended
(Act)

Information about marine animals that may occur in the vicinity of the projec area may be
obtained from the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) Your request has been forward to
the focal NMFS Office ror prompt response  You can ~ontact the NMFS Office at (619) S46-
7162, if you have any questions about vour request for information

Your request also stated that you would also Iike to receive information about tor.mal or informal
section 7 consultations completed for the San Onofre Nuclear Gunerating Station (SONGS)  The
only forma! consultation inat hus been completed in the last five years was the San Onotre Sew age
Fffluent Compliance Progect issued on March 30, 1995 to the U'S Marine Corps, Can )
Pendlcton We have attached a copy of the brological opimion for your review It you have anv
questions about this project, please contact James Burns of my office

Unfortunately. we currently do not have a database that tracks informal consultutions issued by
our office  Duc to ime constraints, we were enly able to locate one project - Southern
Califorma Fdivon s SONGS Firing Kange | issued November | S99 We have attached a copy

RURRERAU YR
Q’)O "'”‘"',“:"?/ ’? /,‘ o,
BDR AGOCK O )O(l(‘:.‘m .

e n e/




United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Eeotogical Services
Carishad Freld Ottice
2T ke Avenue West
Cardsouad, Caliternne 92008

March |, 1996

Mr Scott Newberry
Nuclear Reguiatory Commussion
Washington D C 20535.000]

Attn  Steve Revnolds

Re Reques for Proposed. Threat=ned. or Endangered Species tor the San Onotre Nuclear
Generaung Statuon, San Diego County Cahifornia (1-6-96-SP-1 26

Dear Mr Newberry

The Fish and Wildhite Service (Service) has reviewed the mtormaznon ¢ vided vour leter,
dated December 4. 1993 and recaned by our oitice January 24, 1996, 10 an etfort 1o assess the
potenuial for the occurrence f tederally listed threatened endangered species on the project
site Inan etfe 1 1o assist vou in evaluating the potential wor contucts between threatened and or
endangered species and the proposed nroject. we are providing the followng hst which contain
species that occur in the genert' area The enclosed hist of species partially tultills the
requirements of the Service under section ™ o4 e Fadangered Species Act of 1973 as amended
(Act)

Information about marine amimals that masy occur in the vicnis o the project area mas be
obtainec from the Nationai Manne Fishieries Seivice ONVMES) Your tequest has been torward to
the local NMES Otfice tor promptiesponse You can contact the NMES € ice at (619) Sdo.
THOZ af vou have any questions about vour tequest tor mtotmation

Your request aiso stated that sou wouid aso B to recen e intorsation about formal or mtarmal
section 7 consultations completed for the San Onotre Nuclear Generating Station (SONGS) e
on'y formal consultation that has been completed m the Tast five v was the Sam COnofre Sewag
LM eent Compiiance Propect ssaeed on Match 300 1998 o the U S Manne Corps Camp

Pendic on - We have attached a copy of the biological opimon Tor vour revies [ vou bave any
questions about this project please contact Jartes Purns of my othice

Unfortonately we carrenthy do not hasve o database that track s imtormal consadtations isstcad by
out office Due to time constramts seawere onhoabte to locate one project - Nonidern
Calltferniad D idisvonr s SCINCN Do Ramee oned Nevembar T8 70900 W have attw hed 4 Oy
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Mr. Scott Newberry

for this document for your review We will continue to search our records for any information
pertaining to your request We will promptly notify you of any positive results of oui efforts

Scction 7(a)(2) of the Act requires a Federal agency, in consultation with. and with the assistance
of the Service, to insure that any action it authorizes, funds, or carries out, is not likely to
jeopardize the continued existence of ar., listed species or result in the destruction or adverse
modification of critical havitat To meet this requirement, bi_logical assessments are required
under section 7 o the Act if listed species or critical habitat may be present in the a-ea attected by
any major construction activity' If a biological assessnint is not required. your agency still has
the responsibility to review its proposed activities and determine whether listed species will be
affected Moreover, “acuon™ means all activities or programs of any kind authorized, funded, or
carried out, in whole or in part, by Federal agencies In addition, “action area” mezns all areas to
be affected directly or indirectly by the Federal action and not merely the immediate arca involved
in the action

Section 7(d) of ihe Act prohibits Federal agencies and applicants trom maxing any irreversible or
irretrievable commitment of resources which has the effect of foreclosing the formulation or
implementation of reasonable and r adent alternatives which would avoid jeopardizing the
continued existence of listed specic or resulting in the destruction of critical habitat - During the
asseSSMENt Of review process, you may engage in planning efforts, but may not make a: v
irreversible commitment of resource- Such a commutment could constitute a violation of section
Ttd) of the Act I a isted species ma be adversely atfected, agencies should 1eque.  in writing
through our office, formal consultauun pursuant to section 7(a)(2) of the Act informal
consultation should be used to exchange information and resolve contlicts with respect to listed
species prior Lo a wntien request for formal consultation

When it is determined that a proposed action s likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any
proposed species or result in the destruction or adve. se modification of proposed critical habitat,
~ Federal agency 1s required to mitiate a conference « ath the Service Conferences are informal
discussions between the Service and the Federal ager . designed to dentify and reselve potential
conflicts between an action and proposed species or proposed crtical habitat at an eatls pomnt in
the Jeciston making process  The Service makes recommendations it any, on ways to mimmize
or avord adverse effects of the action  The conrerence process fills the need to alert Federal
agencies of posable steps that an agency might take at an carly stage to adjust its actions to avond
jcopardizing a proposed species

We want to closely coordinate with the Federal agenes and appheant dunimg the preparation of the
hrological assessent - Our goal would be to provide techncal assistance that idenatics specitic

—a

Comistim e Aoty et Podera acton shic s syniheanthe atloots G gqualiny of thy aunon
cratommant desgre Fpreandy e edtm ta banidiny ot craebon b man toade st tres i bas s adding s
toads popelitas charaais ared e Bhe T a0 e baderal st vch s ot prant fianas o ofng ot ol

Foder d antheizatiie ca approvale which o tosilt e vaistiu tion




Mr. Scott Newberry 3

features that could be incorporated into the project description to avoid adverse impacts to listed %
species

Should you have any questions regarding the species isted or your responsibilities under the Act, 5
please contact Shawnetta Grandberry or Sandy Vissman ot my stafl at (619) 431-9440

Sincerely, .

oo ' Z
ook T ey -/
[ Gail C Kobetich
2" Field Supervisor

cc National Marine Fisheries Service, San Diego CA
Pacific Northwest Laboratory, Richland, WA (Attn Dr Michael Sackshewsky)
USFWS, Carlsbad. CA (Attn Sandy Vissman,
California Department of Fish and Game, San Diego, CA (Aun  Bill Tippets)




Listed Endangered, Threatened, Proposed,
and Candidate Species that May Occur in
the Ar=a of the San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station,
San Diego County, California
1-6-96-SP-126

February 29, 1996

Common Name Scientific Name Status

Listed Speci
AMPHIBIANS
southwestern arroyo toad Buto microscaphus californicus E
BIRDS
bald eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus ‘ E
brown pelican Pelecanus occidentalis E
Calitornia least tern Sterpa antillarum (=albifrons) browni E
least Bell's vireo Yireo bellii pusillus ’ E
light-footed clapper rail Rallus longirostris levipes E
peregrine falcon Falco ceregrinus ' E
sovthwestern willow Empidenax tradlii ¢xtimus » I
flycatcher ‘ ,
coastal California Poliopti'a califormica californica T

gnatcatcher ‘
‘ western snowy plover Charadnus alesandnous nivoaus T

(coastal population)

CRUSTACEANS

Rivermde fairy shnimp Streptocephalus v Jttom I
EISH

tidew ater Zoliy Lucyclogobius newberry I
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDUIFE SERVICE
bovier oo demvices
Carvem g a2
1T Doker Averngr West

Car bl e iterag S o

November 15, 1994

. Kim Gould

Environmental Services

Southern California Edison Company
P.O. Box 800

2244 Walnut Gove Avenue

~ Rosemead, CA 91770

- Re: SONGS Firing Range
© Dear Ms. Could:
This responds to your fax correspondence of November 8, 1994 regarding

Southern California Edison Company’s (SCE) SONGS Firing Range (Project). The
U.S. Fish and W{ldlife Service (Service) has reviewed SCE's biological

. assessment (3A) of the Project. If the avoidance and minimization measures as

syec:fied in the BA are implemented, along with the following reasonable and

. prudent peasures, then the Service concurs that the Project will not result in

mtake" of the Federallv listed threatened cuastal California gnatcatcher.
1. Yo mc:e than 300 shots per hour shall be allowed.
2. {ring shall occur between the hours of 0700 and 1800 hours only.

3. All exterfor lighting resulting directly or indirectly {rom the Project
shall be shielded and directed away from CAGCN habitat.

4. If the SONCS firing range {s opened up to recreational shaoting, then a
progras designed to wonito- the potential effects shall be {mplemented
for a sufficient duration to ascertain the likelthood of «ny adverse
effects on Federally listed wildlife species, during the breeding and
nonhreeding seasons.

5. tio constructior, shall uccur during the CACN breeding seasun, that 1s
between February 1 and July 1%; no construction ~hall occur at night and
therefore no night time lighting will be required for conatruction.

6. Siace ground disturbance near natural areas of coastal aage scrub
usua''v results In the propagat! 7 of {nvasive weeds al ng the "fringe”
areas, a program will be {mplenerted to prevent this tvpe of edye
effect.

T, Ihotographs of the Project aite and nearby atea shall be taken hefore
the beptinning of conatruction and filed with the Service along with UNCS




Ms. Kim "»uld 2

7.5 minute map of the Project site and delineation of the coastal
California gnatcatcher territories.

The use of alternative site #2, along Construction Way (???), would appear to
be a less damaging alternative from an ~nvironmental perspective in that it
would have far less impac  on the listed species. In choosing the "preferred”
site, SCE {s building out to the extreme edge of their jurisdiction and in
effect using Camp Pendleton lands as a buffer to their Project rather than
opting to assume responsibility and paying an additional $30,000 to locate the
firing range as far away from listed species and natural habitat as possible.
By not assumirg responsibilicy for a buffer, SCE is redu.ing the effective
habitat of the coastal Californ!a gnatcatcher currently occupying adjacent
natural habitat. This sort of action by itself does not result in
Jeopardizing the survival or recovery of the coastal California gnatcatche:,
but it contributes to the pernicious cumulative effects on the species and
Labitat.

1f you have any questions, please contact John Bradley of mv staff at (619)
431-9440,

Sincerely,

S

- Cafl C. Kobetich |
/,—"Flcld Supervisor

1-6-76-1-038

cc: Lupe Arals (Canp Pendleton)
Slater Buck (Canp Pendleton)
Fred Worthley (CDFC)
lLarry Eng (LDFC)
Bill Tippetts (CDFG)




Unitea States Department of the Interior

FISH AND "WILDLIFE SERVICE
Zcologicu Servicay .
Carnord Sierd Otfice .
2730 Loker Avenue West
Carladad. Caisturaia 92008

March 30, 1995

Lupe Armas, Assistant Chief of Staff
Environmental Security

Marine Corps Ease Camp Pendlezon

Box 555008

Camp Pendleton, California 92005-5C08

Re: Biologi:al Opinion on the San Onofre Sewage Effluent Compliance Project
P-527A [1-6-95-F-25)

Dear Mr. Armas:

‘ {s Biological Opinion respouds to your request for fcrmal consulzation with
3:he Fish and W{ldiife Sersice (Service) pursuant <o section 7 of cthe
“Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (Acz). AC {ssue are the impaccs

-

‘that the proposed Sewagze T-eatzent Project mav have on the federally-listed,

threatened coastal Callfornia gnatcatcher (Poliopsila californica salifornica)
- (gnatcaccher).

mpacts to all ocher listed srecies {ncluding the federaily-lisced endangered
least Ball's vireo (Yireo pusiliis helltl), resulting from this projec., are
being addressed through :the °rogrammatic Consulzation for the operation ot the
Base.

- Thin Siological Opinion was prepared using information, (1) obtained during
inforzal consultation between ou. s21{f3; (2) the Jraf: Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS, for the prolecz; (1) correspondence between our staffs: and
() contained {n our files.

} :,,ﬂ-y,-.!x Q:"{’O:{

1t 1s che op'nion »f the Service that the proposed project ir not likely to
" Jeopardize zhe continuud existence of the gnatcaicher. No critica: habitat
‘has been designated for ‘he gnatcat:her. therefore, nono would be adversely
-modified or destroved.

The projece {s p-opased 2n comp'. with the San Dlego Reglonal Water Quallty
Control Board’s Cuase 4'u ~alst Orders at sevage “reatment plants 10 and 11
;on the San Onofre Cr~ek Dralnage for violations of Waste Discharge Requirement
Orders. In respon-e to “hes~ nrders tha Marlne Corps proposes to modify the
‘presant tr-etasnc sethods. T (s (ncludes a nev 3.7 mile long pipeline, one
puap station, and 12 parce 1tion Las!ing accupying approximately J0 acrea.




upe Armas (1-6-95-F-25)

ost of the proposed pipeline alignment will be {nutallad beneath Basilone
Road. However, C.J) acres of coastal sage scrub (CSs) occupled by gnatcatchers

111 be temporarily (mpacted during the pipeline conatruction. The Marine

orps 3ase Camp Pendleton (3ase) proposes to minimize fmpacts on CSS and
gnatcatchers by reducing the area of impacts of the pipeline alignment tv a
width of only 20 feet in areas of sensitive habitats and clearly marking all
boundaries of disturbance o avoid any undisclosed destiuction of habitat.
7he percola~ion ponds will permancncly izmpact 3.5 acres of disturbed CSS. A
more detailed description of the project is contained in the DEIS.

B

EFFECTS OF THE 280POSEI) ACTION ON THE LISTED (e

: atchar {3 a recognized subspecies of the
(22042273203 :alifornicd [Brewszer)) and is endemic oo
la and sorthwestein Baja California, Mexico (American
L 535 Atwood 1280, 1933, 1930, 1991).
< Tecent reducilons in the hadizat and range o:
and tha quac? of existing regulations, the Servsice lisced
-the gnatcatcher as a threazened -pecies 38 FR: 18742-14757, March 30, 1903y,
‘Pursuant to section 4 d) 2f zhe Ac:z. the Saervice proguigated a speclal rule zo
authorize {ncidental zake of gnatcatcher in conjunction with an approved
plan under Californla’s Natura Cozmunity Conrervation Plan prozram (NCCP) .
An NCC? plan for -his subreglcn is zurrently being formulated %+ local non-
federal juriscictions

The gratcatc-er, a szall, gray songdird, (s an cbiigate resident of coascal
age scrudb dozinated piant com-unitles from Los Ancelsas lountv ganerallr south
the coast o the United States Mexico border ... south {n%o Bala
T and Dunn 1781).  Tepilcal
Coastal sage scrud hablzat :onstifuents are relatively ‘aw-.growine drought-
eciduoui, and succulent plant spacies. Representative plaw. .ax: in this
/ian: communizy {nciude coastal sagebrush (Arce~{sla californica). several
species of sage (Sal2iq spp ). California buckwheat (Exlogonum fasiculatum).
Calif rnla encella Srcatta califarci-a). vartous species of cactus and cholla
Q2uns’a sPp.). and several species of Happlopapsus (Munz 1974, Kirkpazrt
and Hutchinson 1980)  ©f the 1l subassociations of coastal sage scrubd
fdantified by Kirkpatrick and Mutchinson 19°7), the gnatcatcher typlcalily
icupies only three. The appropriate habitat tvpe, however, apparontlv occurs
distridution. The distridbutian and size of these patches
varies througho'? the range ol the specles. and from vear
axpres.ed offac s o/ 4 variety of var{ables

e gnatcatcher s prisa; .ly insectivarous and defends breeding terr{tortes
anglng ti. ei2e from approxizately 2 0 «) acras (Atwood 1990) Atwaod’s _
prahensiva studlas (MR  179]) and «%atus review (1720} furcher reve al
2hat the breeding seasnn of the species extends {rom Februar through Julv,
and ofcen peaks In April  Nowaver, aubstantial data exist indficating *hat




fledging can successfully occur ‘nto August. Juveniles associate with their
parents for several weeks or even months after fledging.

1thou,h  natdered tvorally common fever than 50 yearas ago (Urtnnsll and
fller, 1944), Atwooa (1990. 1992) and Michael Brandman Assoclates (1991)
concluded that the current United States populacion i{s almost certainly less
.than 2,300 pairs. Based on information received after the proposed rule was
- publisted the Service escimates that about 2,562 pairs remain in the U.S..

" ‘Although the documented decline of the gnitcatcher undoubtedly is the result:
,of numerous factors, including nest depredation and brood parasitism by the
‘essentially non-native brown-headed cowbird (Molothrus ater), habicat
destruccion, fragmenctation, and modification are the principal reasons for the
gnatcaccher’s decline. an estimaced 90 percent of the historic acreage of
coastal sage scrub vegectation has been lost as a result of develorment and
land corversion (see Weszzan 198la, 1981b, Barbour and Major 1977), leaving
coastal sage scrub as one of the most depleted haditac types in the United

Scates (Kirkpatrick and Hutchinson 1977, Axelrod 1978, Klopatek et al. 1979,
Westzan 1987, 0°'Learv 19%0).

Analysis of Izpacts

[ DEF DK T Mg e aamabhgw

- As zany as 0 Sreeding pairs of gnatcatchers were found o occur within che
vicinizy of the pipeline aligraent during surveys in 1994, No gnatcatchers
weres observed in the acreage of disturbed CSS at che percolation pond sice.

. imzplemenzazion of =
- temporarily and dirce
wicinity of <he work

iine porzion of the proposea project would

z ‘3pact gnatcatchers and coastal sage hadbizat i{n the
a Operation of earthmoving equipment near, but not

- within, sage scrub habiza: used by gnat:zatchers could cause breeding failu:.
4nd nest abandonm.nt due =0 excessiva noise and vidbration, heavv equipment
trafflc, and fugitive dusz. The latzer lmpact would likely last for the
~duration of construction i1 the parcticular locality. These effeczs could bae

- reduced Lf all constructlon in the vicinity of gnatcatcher hab{zat occur
“outside the breeding season for the bird (February 1l to July 30). There would
#lso be the Zemporars loss of 0.3 acres of occupiv: gnatcatchar habitat,

" Destruction of gnatcatcher orcupled sage scrub habitat to accomnplish the
pipellie construction may re.ult {n ctual death or {injury of (ndi{vtduals,
particularly 1/ gnatcatchers are r sting in this portfon of habizac. Again,
cany actual habizat remova. should occur outside of the breeding season tor the
gnatcatcher.

The peraanent loss of } 5 acres of disturbed €SS, though unoccupied, still
Fepresents 4 [oss of zensizive habizat wi{*h enhancement potential,

These a.tions shall not prec' 41a any aigniticant habizac linkage Yetween large
‘patches of habitat nor preclude the devalopment of a relatively .irge and
gontiguous dlock at hablzat for future preser:ation. Accordingly the impacts
_descrided above will not Jeopardlize the continued existence of the coastal
California gratcatcher




tive effects are those impacts of future non-Federal (State, local
;ﬁdenc; or private) activities on endangered or threatened species or
tical habitat that are reasonably certain to occur during the course of the
leral activity subject o consultation. Future Fedeval actions are subject
the consultation requirements established in section 7 of the Act and,

refore, are nct considered cumulative in the proposed project,

,lgtge majoricy of activicies anticipated to affect this species within the
oreseeable future are local urban development projects with no Federal
nvolvenent. Other projects could resuilt in significant cumulative effects to

18 .species. However, section 9 of the Act prohibits the unlawful "cake"
g.. harm, harass) of the gnatcatcher. With the exception of illegal ctake,

-additional loss of occupied habitac resulcing from non-federal aczions is

tici{pated unless and until authorized pursuant to section 1C0(a) of th-e Act.

ction 9 of the Act prohibits the take of listed species without special
emption. Taking {s defined as harassing, harming, pursuing, hunting,
hooting, wounding, killing, crapping, capturing, collecting, or attempting %o
gage in any such conduc:t. Harm is furczher defined to fnclude significant
bitac modificacion or degradation that results {n death or injury o lisced
cles by significancly lapairing essencial behavior patterns, {including
eeding, feeding, or sheltering. Uncer the terms of sectfon 7(b)(4) and
(0)(2) of the Act, taking that {s incidental to and not intended as part of
£he agency action i{s not considered zo be prohibited taking under the Act
vided that such taking (s in compliance with this Incidental Take
statement. The terms and conditions described helow are nondi{scretionary, and

oust be underzaken by the agency or nade a binding condition of anv grant or
rais, as appropriate.

ji?difficult Co preclsely predict the amount of {ncidental take of

V;n;cca:chors that would be associated with the referenced project, for the
tbilow;n; feasons:

he nusber and location of animals will vary from season to season.

_i;p?ocisc effecs on breeding terrictories near the edge of the grading
o4 are not knowr.. .

‘ dxﬁrocisc effects of nofse and other disturbance on breeding territories
outside the area of direct effect, but vithin the araa 4ffected by noise
rom construction, can only be astimated.

, based on {nformation used in compiling this BO, the Service
pates that the following forms and functions of take of the gnatcatchar
gur as & resul: of the proposed action:

/dﬂ(l) pair of ;na:ca:cﬁotn. in tha form of harassment only, due to the
direct loss (actual removal) of 0. ) acres of gnatcatchar habltat,




Lupe ‘Armas (1-6-95-F.25)

5
£, during the course of the action, the amount or extent (f the incidental
ake limic is feached, the Marinpe Corps shall immediately notify the Service
n.writing. If the incidental ctake limic is exceeded, the Maripe Corps muse

immediaCely Cease the accivicy resulting in the take, and reinisiate
consultation wich the Service to avoid further violation of Section 9 of the
Act pursuanc to 50 CFR 402.14)1),

Rba#énahlc and P~ 25t Measures

Ihéf?ollowing Reasonable ang Prudent Measures are necessary and appropriace to
ini, ize incidencal take.

tats shall be avoided, minimized,
ffset by the restoration » and enhancement of

c~. . The Base shal] @inf{zize the rake of gnatcacchers throu
0sS$ perturbation of their habizacs by Providing mi
mplied, or suggested {n the EIS and appendices and all
nd documents.

gh @inimizing the
tigation as described,
other relevant lec:

_vbc exempt from the profibicions of section 9 of the Act, the Base is
esponsible for compliance with t}.e fa2llow
Tpledent the Teasonable and prude

ing terms and condizions, which )
Nt Deasures described above, Compliance
¥ith these terzs and condiz!
.'tﬂh N

tions are Bancatory and must be lncluded as paret of
'Q.prpposcd projece,

s Terns ind-Condi:lons are as follows:
¢ Base shall ensure :

’ |
that the Bizigation measures 4s described,
Suggested under nusbers

{mplied,
2 through 7 below and as set forth (p the DEIS are
J executed,

Tholtakc of gnatcazchers through hab:
and avo{ded dur:

-Ng construction
:Onstruction *quipaent, by ensuring -

tat loss and/or degradation shall bae
+ including the operation of

hat all work chat may {mpact directly or
Tectly occur outside of che breecing season for the ErAatcatcher (Februgrey »
0 July 30) L0 assure tha: no Unauthorized take occurs.

11 areas of habizat dedicated to Project conatruction sha}
: + OF s{atllarly aarkad Prior to the beginning of o

undisclosed or unaiziga.ed {apacts, along with Tein{tiar

ltation., mhe Pipellne alignaent shai}

$as of senaitive habitae.
d

“;lhd Instructed by 4 pualifiey

l be clearly :
onstruction, to

fon aof

of ) leet

. thulmu‘hlv

BRI LR N T AT IR

: ﬂb'gonlcrucelon level prajet
slarly Ferarding loca
ReNt traval corridors

descriprion hae “at hean Prejpared,
tinr of conetr.etion Staging areas ang heavy
“hat may »e SINntedpiatad outglde the grading andg
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Iz is assumed

that there wIill be no
adacion outside of

gnatcatcher
the projece boundaries

Tesulting frop

6. The Permanent log
:evegeCacing an 2,35
with seed g

S of 3.5 acres of disturbed CSS will be mi
acre disturbed area
ixes contain

“ith long ternm viabilicy pPotential
: ing only native coastal Sage scrub species endemic to
the project area. It shall pe weeded to remove exotics,

fied (permitced by the Service and

the impac:

coastal
& $ .
tornia gna

ties are likely to
learing of habitar,

area where accivi
Ccatchers during ¢

Disposition of Sick, Injured, or Dead Specimens
Tbi_SirVicc's Carlisbad 0fsic, {3 to be notiffeq within three working days
‘should any lisced speces be found dead ot {njured during thig Program,
iNotiflcacion BUST Iinclude .he date, time, and location of

the Carcass,
tinent inforzazion. Dead aniza:s Day be marke !
pho:ographnd.

ard left on.a{re {njured anfmals should
*0 & qualified Veterinarian. Should 4ny treated animals Survive, 44 Service
‘#hould be contacted fegarding the £{naj disposizion of the 4i.{mals. The
Sar erson !y g

a4z :s Burnsg and Bay be contacted 4C The lezterhead
9) @31-9440.

. ol S FYY
RATIONS

Seccion 7(a)(l) of the Ac: ®andates Feder] ,

horizies ¢o further the PuUrposes of =he
Ptograss for g benefi: of endangared 4
t#sommendat{ons 4re agency activicy
T0posed sction on

_ sisted species
e¢lopment of inforaation, =y
'TIposed action ang do not

9 Tesponsibilifzy for thes

gencies

%o Ltil{ze their
Act by car

rying out Conservation
d threatened Species, ConxorVAclon

3 to ainimf{ze or 4vold advarse effacts of
or criti{cal hab{tat of
® Tecommendat!

fepresen: con C of the Agonéy ]
® species,

% aitigace L3pacis 20 the 1.3 acres of Valley Neadlograssy Grassland
that will resuls from thi, Pfuject 20 below 4 level of slgnificance ey
HEPA, the Base shouid pravide for tne fevegatation 4nd Fesloration of
this habizar o- 8 2.1 ratio and Protect the habfter {n Perpatuicy
¢ Service requascy netification of she {aplementation o
‘ endations to Ye xept (n!,raeq of
effacts o that berefit j({yraq thacies ar o)

*lr hah{tqeg




modified in 4 ma

nner not d
le on listed Species

ecomes. availah
the {incidenta]
your £inal
ed o James

{scussed above, ir ‘
or impaces o listed

take limier ig exc - We would appreciate ;
decision on this maccer. Any questions or comments *
Burns of @y staff ar (619) 43 .

i

species, or if
fnq;ificaclon,of

eeded
h’uld be direce

Sincerely,
/

)
A
)
Gail c. Kobetich
Fleld Supervisor

CP
X
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‘ March 18, 1996

NOTE TO: Doris J. Hoover
Document Liaison QXficer

—

A0
FROM: Linda Luther J
Licensing Assigzhnt
License Renewal and Environmental
Review Branch, DP°M, NRR

SUBJECT: DOCUMENT FOR THE PDR - ENDANGERED SPECIES

I am attaching a letter (w/enclosures) to Scott Newberry (ATTN: Steve
Reynolds) from Gail C. Kobetich from the Department of Interior, Fish and
Wildlife Service, dated March 1, 1996, regarding a request for proposed,
threatened, or endangered species for the San Onofre Nuclear Generating
Station. Please ensure that this letter (w/enclosures) are sent to the Public

Document Room under endangered species.
Attachment w/encls.: As stated
cc: S. Newberry

F. Akstulewicz
S. Reynolds

SYRTE PO DRINVER LD RE RN ‘
PO ADOCR OYDD0.06 o
p prlate ‘ ‘ '




iOUlM[RN CALIFORNIA

EDISON

SN INTERRATIONAL Company u

R W, Krieger
Vice President '
Nuclear Generation

October 21, 1999

3. 8. Nuclear Reguiatory Commission
Document Controy Desk = ‘
Washivn_‘gtpn._ D.C. 20555

g i i pecification, Appendix B, Section 4.1, of Facili
Operating License No, NPF-10 for San Onofre Nuclear Generau'ng Station, Unit
2, this letter provides the required written report for an occurrence of an "unusual
fish kill", As required by this License Condition, SCE provided a phon report to
‘ Con September 25, 1999 at 0941 PDT (NRC Log No. 36230) '

pounds) that cong]

.

Contributed to this occurrence:

‘ 1 Al this time of year, yellow fin Croakers are inclined 1o be more | ;
- abundant and Move toward shore due (o breeding Conditions, and

2. The lmmdmo temperature plateay during the fish chase should
been heid longer prior to Increasing to the final fish chase target




Document C‘ontrowl' Desk -2-

October 21, 1999

.In response to this Occurrence, SCE js modifying the heat treat process to reduce
the Possibility of an "unusual fish kij » SCE is continuing to evaluate this gvent,
Any additional required actiong will be implemented though SCE’s Corrective
actions program. .

3 - E. 'W Merschofr, Regio
J. A Sloan, NRC Senior Reside




In the News Today... August 5, 1997

Industries are no longer presenting a united front in opposition
to curbs on greenhouse gases. British Petroleum's chairman
recently said in a speech that his company now believes global
warming warrants attention, and several other American corporate
executives met yesterday with President Clinton to discuss the

matter. The New York Times, (p. Al), 8/5.

NRC's Midwest regional administrator has asked Commonwealth
Edison executives to meet with him and his staff to discuss the
growing number of allegations at the Zion nuclear power plant.

In a letter to the company, he noted that NRC has received at
least 15 allegations of discrimination from Zion this calendar
year, as compared with none the previous two years. Chicago Sun-
I.imgs: 8/5' : )

NRC has proposed a $110,000 fine against Illinois Power Co. for
failing to correct maintenance problems at the Clinton station in

downstate Illinois. Chicago Tribune, 8/5.

United Nations and other relief officials who have visited North
Korea report that a drought there may be pushing millions to the
brink of starvation. Separately, it is reported that direct
phone service has opened between South Korea and a nuclear power
plant construction site in North Korea. A groundbreaking
ceremony for the project is expected to take place next week.

The New York Times, (p. Al), 8/5; Kyodo News Service, 8/4.

WISCASSET, MAINE — Business leaders see a bleak picture in the
months ahead with the permanent shutdown of the Maine Yankee
nuclear power plant. A state senator said this development makes
the area a top candidate for state aid to economically depressed

regions. Portland Press Herald, 8/5.

SAN ONOFRE, CALIF. — Increasing numbers of seals and sea lions
are being sucked into sea water intakes at the San Onofre nuclear
power plant on the Pacific coast. Workers last year removed 23
such dead animals and captured 12 live ones and returned them to

the sea, an increase over the 1995 toll. North County Times
(Oceanside, Calif.), (p. Al), 8/3.
SAN LUIS OBISPO, CALIF. — Both Pacific Gas and Electric Co.

(PG&E) and the Mothers for Peace, usually adversaries on most

questions, have asked the California Public Utilities Commission
to disband the Diablo Canyon Independent Safety Committee, which
costs $650,000 a year to run. The utility says it isn't needed,




